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AT E N EEY,

N AT FEA T PSR SR I L AR SR AT
PoE S S 2 e ST S I B U2y SR SR Sy B
W Ry ST OB E R, AT S R BITIE
PO L AT TR HEA 78] Wr 5 e 6, B eI ik
R PR i LR B B AT S 4y b R AT
Mo AR OAT 3 2F AR T VLR
2275 24 % (Herbert A. Simon, 1978; Maurice
Allais, 1988; Daniel Kahneman, 2002 ) , .[» 3
2E 5L A B WAL DR 2245 32 Her-
bert A. Simon £l Daniel Kahneman , #BJ& H [
PR 451Y 1 Daniel Kahneman 352 114 5[]
TR AR BRAE YRR O T AN AE %
R B BT R E SR i 5T AR, 25 551 T
EZe) o 30 L

A7 R PR I DA B A S Bk, 0T S 48
PN N S A A S e e e e
Bl TEd 2 50 4 B A7 M PORTE R R il
LY/ 0 e 7 MY U N TR R = R E A 22 Ry
AR A )37 FH 45T s (R 0 [ s T 4 ) 4R ™
AT EELE A AN, TR s AT
HAT USRI B A HT S AT —

I ITAREK ABC

) Wr 5 Pt 3 (Judgment and decision
making) 403k B2 A 24 S0 A4E Y 5 sk . HAF
AT 20 42 50—60 44X . CLHLT T FILA
2 o 3 3k #2 ) (Organizational Behavior and
Human Decision Processes) TR 34 Naylor
Ut : “AT AR} 2210 5% 40 sl Al A5 HL Dy s o Y 1
MO R o AE ) BT PR SR A0, R R oA (e
Ward Edwards T* 1954 4% & & 7 Psychologi-
cal Bulletin I [*J L3 : The theory of decision

making”!", IZ CFEALE T LT NI AE e

B AKRE ERESHRN RN |

R FVE Ty () — S8 H SR, A5 T H von
Neumann il Morgenster [ {13515 5 45517
Sy y— A5l DAk, o0 B2 A RS e 5 45408
RS R o KR £ 3R A Thrall 55 A
FH IR PR R E T IR Bl O
g o vh— AN A, [l E T B S
1T MR FIE (behavioral decision theory ) f)
K,

70 4EAC LK , Kahneman Fl Tversky Az —
HEWFFE 00 TAES R T AT TX 2 45 1 12
B B S04FEAN IS L £ sE A ST, IF T
b YRR LIk 3 P AN S SCBE . 7E 80—90 4T
R, I AT 5~ IS 32 P8 0
JEBHAW AR H AT, FIWT5 PSR 45k i
G AL PR T 0 PR AR, AR K535 A1
TEUNRY 24 BE L 48 UF 7 45 HAL B & i F5E L
T o 1986 AN N7 T 32 [ 1Y PR3 5 ) T 2 2%
(Society for Judgment and Decision Making)
JEAT Ry PSR U R Y 2 L WU I T o0
Hi2g 2 ukeE HYSY DR ST R A e
WO 3, HAR AR S B G T %4
R ) T AT R

AT PR FALGE L5 AT T -
Wr (judgment) 5 1% 4% (choice) . FIWr 58 )&
AATTX R 3 85 e SR AT S AT A T R B
LA s PP R AE O A FIWT I IR Al L 43 AT A
1A 7 BARS T8l e PR R, 3 — 40Tl
T 530 2 BE PR S AT 55 9 2 A R o AS ] e
FERNIS A RUBS: 2R3 (risk decision-making) .
AN 5 B 5 (uncertainty decision-making) .
1% 1] %6 #% (intertemporal choice) . ¥t 4= e 5
(social decision-making) | #f {4 2k %% (group
decision-making) &% . 5.0 BR2E HA 53 SCAH
Lo, iz AU B TS 5 AR R B RRE o T

@ A report from the National Academy of Science (Research Briefing, 1986) stated that "There are no more promising

or important targets for basic scientific research than understanding how human minds, with or without the help of

computers, solve problems and make decisions, and improving our problem-solving and decision making

capabilities."(p.19)
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BRI I Dok — B HE N B X — R
A R, W P S S R AL B 2 S PR )
A, I HL 2 B R] 422 b DG 1 0 2 AN 4r] g5 4] T
PURI IR
2 RRWEBIERREZ O
2.1 RREBIRHIKE

S W7 15 e 3 24 23 BT AT 323 Jonathan Baron Bh4%
T URSRBRIE RSB I e B BT 3Dy 3 2
I P PR 6 (normative theory) . i 34 P B % (de-
scriptive theory) Fl 45 ‘2 P4 #1& (prescriptive theo-
ry)t,

LG A P S BR IS DA MR 28 5 A ARy Bkl
V3 i - LA 00 g 4 ) 22 R A I R ) R
FIFRIL o F PP P 38 BRI Sy P 3R #2437 B MR
HE A T ] A2 B e R PRSP
SRR AR EARE R A [R)E

it A D SR PR LA AT FR B AR 8 O BE Al A
S NATTE R b2 s 25 KL Y0P R SR B 1) 222 SR R
I8, 7 R AP B I P o IR
P R SR BV i DR ) 2 DR R SEBR An] " DR SR B 1)
L,

Fe- PR B W R 2 T AT S Bruesk vh
HY B A i T 2 A S B A O 22 B AR T T AY
J7 2 AL AT P i 4 AT S PRERRME . 155
PR BRIV A D 2 Ae] 5 | 57 PSR A B
PR HY )R,

22 BHENARRSMNRREBIEWTE

5 RS BRI i 2B X N, AR S B
VB R AR R e 55 HG NS B A J5T A9 BR A 25 AN
EIE

CHRE X M R YR TS B I R R
Fl o SUF2AE AT PR i B vh |, AR
PEIA N A2 JE BR B M 1Y (unbounded rationality ) ,
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HANHIGE S AT LA SE g B A AL CAn iy 22 ) T
BT . FEX BT L HEAE T DUH BRI oy
AU 1 T BRI PSRN V32 AT g e 3
AR AP P SR HE S . #02# 101 H (mathematical ex-
pectation) HE R HEAE T 1654 4F 5K, A 5 [ 524
X Pascal Fl Fermat L3 {55 1% 2XO6F W {77 ) R i 7
T Tt FENCEER b, PR T A A
8 P8 (expected value theory) , B[l — > XU 12 13
PO VI EL , S o FH B — T BB S 2R 119 1 % (proba-
bility, p) A 1712 7] G244 2 (possible outcome, x) J&5

EITRRLZ AL B, EV =3 px o BRI BV

PSR B & R 1 HLIE 31 J7 2K A von Neumann Fl
Morgenstern (1947)4& i 1% W1 22 20 H #i2 (expect-
ed utility theory) . %P i 4B 24 T A B R%
FHELE N T e e 5 P sk v, NI R 1 RS
P DR SR AR IR [ BE A FIAZ s, TEZR 525 0 B~ B
e ERY A R (. AR B ER R
PR — AR TF2E (BUASE aRil E A Sl
PaESIRHAL . VP2 = ARBEVES T N
TCELE T s g A A

{EAT R P 5 TR g 30 SIS TE PR 5 20 A B
MNATHESE PR PSR 1 8 75 RS P D SR A R 1) 5=
BN N QL Ay i S Nl G NI S R G /A D IS S N
e AR B 1 R A (B e KA 1 S DU Al ke 5, St
Petersburg 1% 1 (Bernoulli, 1738)F Allais 151 (Al-
lais, 1953)3FAHAR P o PG, JL A 4P B34
ol R BT VR AR R SR AR O PR A I A e B
BARSEIRY , 3 BEASEIRY X 2 W0 XU 435 AR ml0) 4 2R i 25
AL AT T 38 2 19 E A2 Ak, DAk uk I 191 2R
25 ) 8 U7 52 T AT i 39 B 25O BR 2 (Bernoulli,
1954) . I EEZ8H H 8 (subjective expected util-
ity theory) (Edwards, 1954, 1962; Savage, 1954), L
B 15 39 1 B 04 P 30 %4 FH # 12 (discounted utility
theory ) (Samuelson, 1937)%¢
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NG AZBRR S ), 5 RU 7
ttesgesd , AJFAZTEIR AR AR5
GG TR PR U e AR, T2 2R B
HY N CMEART OB ET R S R
JT . ) an, fE B e iE 1 2R (ultimatum
game) 11, FETCRRBEME AL T, 3210 HAR
25 Y e /N PRASE R R T [l O 5 A AR AR
X HRAE 1 7 SE I N HEAZ DRI Ay BV /D 2
PEBEA Bl AHICR LI A R R B R 1H
— B I AE 40%—60% =2 18] 43 1, 1 2> T
20%M PR UGE B iR 4a . Pk, AN gt
PERITASIZTCBR F ARG, T2 5 1R 307
PR/ B DE 2

1978 4F if7 D1 JR 28 U 24 .45 5= Herbert
A. Simon ZEME T JCRR B ME () R BR L #8111
“4 BRELYE " (bounded rationality ) {55 , IA K
P H Z TR T AF R BRI, AN J2 JC PR #L
A, FEIEEE T, AN BE PRI E AT (1 &
TE R, HUHR T 2558 0k 1] (4 LIRS,
TE L5 8 1 HE B TR PN 2 1, BR AT
BATE NP HIS , PR Sk i 20
o) B i R RN TR DR SR R S PR SR A T A 1Y
AR A PR e SR A A XU P S Y
THUE BV, il A% B JT R P 1) Bty /v Xt
LRI

TEAT BREEPEAR R B Al I, IT 20 475k,
W s e — 2 o T R AT LN
T2 ) A B R 3% B S 0 SN R T UR
{8 S 2k 25 31 P (ecological rationality) , B fE
g 5 B S A (CRL G [ SR At 23 3358 ) AH T
P PR SR LB gE 2 R I, JR 2 3K (heu-
ristic ) 5 ik 14 O oA BB 1 ik 3 L & e 1
52 2 s (75 EL A S AL A, AN T
SO ), Bk g Sy 1 At B Ay R i A
HHELIE, a0 5 IR E A AR 55 2 i Pk
HE Y (equate-to-differentiate theory )45

BEA 21 22 LISk, WF5E #4117 A8

B AKRE ERESHRN RN |

Do 55 FIHT 4 AR B2 (dual-process ) #5250, Sy
IR TCRRERPE” 5 A BRI 2 At
T ANECHE BRI XIS, A
TR RE VY KA R G HE T EH 1S
KARGMEETHEW I RS . a &k
RGN TR, AN 5 a5 AR YO
HUGEUR ;o HT RGN TR B, R
o FRBEYR 8D AR RN . XUR GeAsE A
S, A R GERIAVE T T AS— 20, P~
RGNMAAAETEG AR, RSt nT LI
17 REER . R IR AW I se b 1
i R RGN , 3XE AR 2295 2
FZEPARYE Y, 5 [l R 5T 33 T A e
FZEL RS R AP A 2 | X Lk
WHoE 2B, 76 T B U2 AT AE B PR L R
BB, HJC R PUE 4R nT RS —Fh H AR
AN T Ak R
23 ENAERES

AT ARSI 5 | N Z A AE T, 4k Tz
E e N e R R I LS P & A R Ry e
TERHOS AR 7E SO AYAE &SR AT R
DLW TE AR DR A= T 17 £ 552 (Be-
havioral Economics) (Simon, 1987) . fifl &% £
¥ 2% (Neuroeconomics) (Glimcher, 2004) , 17
Sk #2518 (Behavioral Game Theory) (Camer-
er, 1989). 17} 4= fli 2% (Behavioral Finance)
(Thaler, 1993). 17 & % %% (Behavioral Law)
(Sunstein, 1997)85EAH B 24AFE, X0 BiAs |
ZURE AR BR2E (BUAE N TRTEE AN
Bl 2xibas s A s (i
9 G R AE ) A N FH AU R e A T B
FITRAE (52 A, AR B2 T 3 9T R .
U AR, AT R RS 1 ) 8 5 BUA
R0 At S50 Y 5, H BT R g U
X G AIF 5 AN AT AH SC 45Tk 1) 48 A
JH, HR TR LA R 2N AAH R A LB
AR E Y, ey R RS T S BR TR
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TERF DR SRFFE BRI T S By 1, BEy7
Bl L A Sy I Dy (g A . IR E A R B, IS R
RLTT 1 P SRR 23 52 3] Z2 T 22 B9 5 ), ARAHE 2854
VAR TEDAER o0 ¥ VAN N e o N B SN (18 i e S
A5 ) (s B B b 1 i 22 45 5 L A S0l (n 4
R AH LE , B2 T 5 (gt R e 3 5 A HL AR Bl R S B
Ik LA 5 R UL i L TR R AR OG R,
P BT B e g RO RS I T . AN, ISR
FOR B, A BRI BE 08400 (default options ef-
fect) , AT iy B AR SEAE Bk AR B %, s IR 25 1
YRS A #5 B A B R IR P R An, B R R Kk
G E AR R R LRI 2 A A A Bl
O A AT R T AR PP AR RN R 11 D SR BB (A
PR /NS A B ) L sl T REAT 5 B A AT ]
M E AT, DI Ua 20 I [m) U= i) 32 i S BT
FERIE N, 6 AL 29T O iR R AR TR
bW TS G, LAY 1R R AR A 2 BRI
SRR

N AR A TR AL AT PR 4R S SRR Y
— A RAFRE] ., BN, SEESEES, B TR iR
TRl 5E Yy BRAR S IR & A i Le = 1K, fif
FEORLAL, CRC — AN E AL e, (HF
A7 R PR T A BRIA IR, , 1 2 [ 401 (k) FR % 4>
TR A BRI BRI AN S AL SRy <7, sk AT LA
7 401 (k) T3 9 Z 38 D 37% 38 i 3] 86%, i
Thaler 1 Benartzi ( Thaler £ Jy 5% [ B [ 5 2 45 114
28 Uk ) ) B S IR 2 R & i R
(save-more-tomorrow plan) , W) ] F Bt [a] 47 $11
(time discounting) M5 , BRI TR LEA SR T
65, AR E R LAY 3.5% $2 5 & 13.6%
B, Z X BERF I A &, S E 57 AR i e
SE MU B R A TR b i BRI
24TARFE
24.1 BRI G

A7 Ay PR SR AT AN 1) AF 7 32 e 5 0 B At
SRINCAS S AR [F] o 122 B 5 7 9 20 R L AR
SR A K BBFFE TR« (1) R M RS B 35
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S ARG, a3 BB RO T Fnss ) | Dl i )
A5 (2) R IR A2 i 7 3 A AR sl R 1 S 4
(anomaly) , HEBR I AT GEAY TR 2K ; ) HH RS
PR AR I G, LU A AT (4) 7E2E
DR 347 AR A LAl b 2SR O A T A
5.

K ZWE T2 AT R PR SRATUR it 58 22
A PEFPER ] - — 2 LIRCE R R TR RO
SRR A% e B ), LS 38 o B A AR AR I S
AT P, EZ R TRV 5 A T2 58
(computer models and artificial intelligence) FY iff 5%
D7 AP A3 TS0

I3 — 2 A T S A 22 7 (heuristics and
biases) B , H USSR 40 0w 22 I 1L s & =X
KB w22 . iz U B Tversky #ll Kahneman 1 20
T8 70 4EAR B Sl T, J2 AR KT 5 P S o v
AR RSy . WFSTH O 2l s & =20k — Mok
BB I S TE RS B S . ATTR HS & U
FH T & AR A R0, AR i 2 )i & X2 5 3500
2o X & ORI 25 B B AL PN | I 1
AL PR — KR R 22 FUS B =2 58— 19
WE& . R4k, AW E I T 1T T2, 85 )
Ry LR BRI e i 2 SR AL — A R BERRET Al
1IN Ry D 2 2 i & 2K 3R G2 L3 T 3R 6 5 O 4
o WHPTE W RZMZETEAT 175325, 558
TR 2= (AN 2 SRS 2 B S A — 30
W) BIHLPE SR 22 Canit 43 B A ) A1 O 3R 1Y
% BTN 7= A 04w 2 CUnAR Ak /INBE 3 5 e MU
A,
242 EZHRI

A7 Ry PSSR A 5 1 RN At U B 2 4 s
— 5, JU A AT ) S Y YR AS A T
BARD e £ L SR T A — A, S IR
J2E 51

AT R DA 1 A S A AR AR A
T80 2 S PR A AR . R (R Y Oy kA
F5 - 1o B2 3B BE (process tracing)  UTiR A4 & B 43



B AR %175 5 (hypothetical scenarios) .14
225 Y255 I 22 15 % (training and debias-
ing) AR BN 5 A5 5k, DA AR eSS 28 0%
24 (experimental economics) Y 575 . LAk,
A7 R P P SRS E D SR BRI 1 43 S
2T RS 5 T BB 772 .

BB S AT PSR 5 T i T
B2 — MR PR g i il
HRZIT B EIE , — e ik — R a1
5t O0RRIBHRTE IS St g Al Z07
R B A A WSS AT S g e 3R R
AHOCAZ 52, X AT FH i D SR 7 124
HHES . AT PR TP AR 2 22 |, B AR
R BB 5k 2B . Tversky Fll Kahne-
man FJ FH H D1 S 35905 ] it 7 e, & 30
T3 4 BIHE SR LV (framing effect) o 5 ¢
T FE A EAE SIS 5, R A gl ik
SRATE DRI ZR , T H (R BT AR st . B
A P B L IR, R P S B A AR
R e, T JC T R4 T L 52 1 2 B0 P54
T P BN 53, AT 5 4¢ ROAR AN L5
P, PR A RS T

TE AL 23 YL SR WE 5T v i T 0 At 25 IR B
(social dilemmas) 3% 2 3 K] 5% (commons di-
lemmas) 1 J& — S FRER BRI 50 o ks
PR Il At 2 PRI () AR 58 6 A AR
FRAS BY 1 R A 25 RN B R 2% A v o€
HODRSRE o O P2 A T A5 Fh S0 00 5 R
(game) SR FEAEAL 23 IR i AT T8 & VE AN
AT N, an A4k R B (prisoner” s dilem-
ma) Sl #1835 (dictator game) (5T 1 3%
(trust game) 55 . X SLAF: 55 Je HAG AR Cn)
JZ T ARSI 2 S5 55T P AANTEA T
BAERTT AT g SR I SRS R i 3
BL, ARl SE 4 A SFAE R AR R
14

T RRIE R R AT N SRS T A —

B AKRE ERESHRN RN |

PRy vk o b RRIE R B R ) i R
WIS BR K A B R A R DT IR AT
AR AN PR R O 92 T OGO Y 5 1)
DUREE AL BRI 78”7 R TE NS
TR LA R A R R IR EE 1 AR DGR (3 2
DU R S R AR AR R AR
RPN NI i R B U ¥ 3 = B v T
TR | 1E ST E 58 L — I ke
KO — VI T8, MEBE A, BT EZA
S, A R R AR R, HAT
WO 00 A B 3B R 1 #4561 35 Mouselab R St .
HR 31138 &5 (eye tracking) {45 , I I A 7E 4G 56
PR B At B Ve S5 4l R A E T
TAEOR AT ARSI B 28k T S5
PRI BRI Le vz i Al A e 2R 8
B FIFSE Jr ks, i A7 (field) #5040
WS 2 Fa Al e SR, A R S B 52 (IR B
SNy RPN O RIS e RN, o U DA K i ey ]
3% ERP .fMRI .PET .MEG .TMS 4 T BB
FEDRIRE i 2 Bl o XU o TR 3R 1
SUig [ S 1 A S N 5 oS 1 S B RS PR
DX (149 S 56 55 YR A 45 vk TP LR E SR T 2 1
W5 4 2 #5414 Kahneman 2G5
TR AORIF ST,
3 T ARKREODIEZALENGE.
BEEREFE b, — A 2A R A S i id R
B  ERHRI ST R (ST X G S AR 4T rh
AR AT 2 FLR A SR g BS54 I 4
AR ABIF S, FEAE Y BIAE 22 R ) B B B
i BRI — R, 550 B2 ST BN B8 A5 4y
AR R LA L AT ORI —1
i AR SR L, B FE A B R AR 2 L H
HH T AT MU BRI X 5t e ™ e N i
R B N — W5 R bR T 2y
PRAE A AR R PR A A B R T Y
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3.1 4T ARKRTA R T F0 53 Bh AR

1961 4, Edwards 7E {0 BE2AT BE P ) (Annu-
al Review of Psychology) & 3% T i Ry “47 A P 3k B
P87 I ERIR YRR SC, SO — R LIAT IR o £
BRI E ERFBICEE . N1961—2011 48, (o>
B AR PR ) I GUR SR T 16 i A S 5 1k
H RNV, FEAS A B XA T Sk D SR it 5 4 dal
A ) 0 5 A A T PR S R . T ATk
I BIE I 4 R & 3 TF - Acta Psychologica | Journal
of Behavioral Decision Making . Journal of Risk and
Uncertainty . Judgment and Decision Making .Medical
Decision Making . Organizational Behavior and Hu-
man Decision Processes . Journal of Economic Psychol-
ogy . Risk Analysis. Theory and Decision . Thinking
and Reasoning “53H1T)

I R R B R T (B 0 S R
1, RS A0 LA A 5 i) 1) L A PE A 5T (4N Kahn-
man 5 Tversky ¢ T A HHELIS F5Y ) 2 HH 55 @ =5
ZE M HUM AL IS AN Sloan FE 4 25 45 35 44 FA
ANPGRS . UL H4ER 4 aRkas E2ERMIFHLI H
i T PR AT . L 3 [ S ], 5 1 I SR Bk
42 (NSF) , [ 57 BAWFFEBE (NIH) &5 2 2L 4 5
AT B AT R PSR AT ST . A, NSF L5 T “Bt
AU A B RL 2% 1 R 7 (Decision, Risk and
Management Sciences program) , %% B “ & 7 4 1 4~
PR CREAAS 20 ZURVRE 23 P SR 1) B A B2 3805 (effec-
tiveness) " FBL2AETIE . HIA 55 114 S0l A 455 < I
SR P T S B XU 4 43 B T E S
T b2 A EOR R A ERE 5 2T
(http://www.nsf.gov/funding/pgm_summ.jsp?pims_
id=5423&org=SES&from=home) . i NSF ¥ 3 5t
11,2006 4F = 4 iz R BT B g0t H 2 ik 205 1>,
BB AR 5 832 1 KT,

Il 7 RN R SR AU A BRI R R S 22 N5 . X

@ SlanE SR XERARE REYHHNESSZ—

“ETUEE I R AE DL A IR IR AR R — KA PR T
P AR AR R R A TR RIS T 25 . I
PR AT ) W 5 2 T 1 [ SR B ) — 3 4y, PR
TEEAR AR TR E 2 AR S i — &R 53, B
T W0 T b e AV BEST 2R R H A 2R R AL
ZZA [ PR 44 () R ST WL 2B S T P S fie
FEHL, A 1963 4E A1) 37 T 1% ] Max Planck Institute
[J Center for Adaptive Behavior and Cognition %5,
3.2 ITARREGEAND

AT YR WEIE 1 FFRI AR , HAE 5% R %0
g A PAE ZRURAE R AR AR ZWESE SIUIET 5Y
M PR , [l =4 T AR 24 ANHE H i FHE5
X L A AT ORI S A LR AR U
WF 5% 4 : Herbert A. Simon FI Amos Nathan Tver-
sky.
3.2.1 Herbert A. Simon(&] L% ,1916—2001)

Simon FHHZAESFA L HFEIR ) V2 TERIE , 5%
TAEPE B Bli2E (LT A HRE JHEANURRE b
22f BB GBS R Z R, I A 10
TGTAN [] 45038, 11 e v 22 0T, G G 45 1 DL IR 22 0% 2
NI FEALR 2 T de e RS —— [ R, 1
R NTHREZA” . R, A th 2 A0 B2
BN AR Nz — o FEAT N PSRUFFE 4, Simon $2
H L R P S B 1 B AR AR AR S AT RE
SE L TEBR S AR S R B AT B MR, N RAE DL
P S I R DA A T R U, R R AT R . A
IR P 11 B 2 X DR SR 5T R T e B 7 A T IR
T 114 5% ), U A5 1) 32 I D R UE 5 ROk Bk 2 1Y H
o SZBR b, IE A PR AR X 2 B 2 1 BTk
o 7] Sy 1978 41 A DL IR G5 242

MBS —$2 19 J2 Simon 4% 5 R} BE A TR
JEEPRTE , At S TR B BRI Y 44 BT 5L, e
BHBE g ZM 8 e+ (81 1) o Simon FUAZ AL 4H 2 X

o Sloan IREE L NRMHEYIE AF P HEFF ITERSE HE

MAEMHNERHRTIENARN B FFE, LWRTTE 1955 FIRIK, EFR2MUHERERS TIENRR
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B AKRE ERESHRN RN |

Y TG B i X
YA 5T 52 i L
K, HETE#S I
27 4RI . Tver-
sky 7 Fl Kahne-
man 1914 & 1F
i, BEE TR R
Fihg 2 L IRUBS: A AS
2 1 O T P BR
FRTI Ve T

B 1 3N /R 52 % 3724 Herbert A. Simon 4% (£ =) 1983 %37 7 A ke s p Tversky H i 6 4

N R BRJE 0 J8% 1 < 1972 4F, SR Bl e va
FAVITEZ )5 A 26 LRI R SR AR
PR 51 B IR U A 5 1980 4F At 2 i 56 [0 3
AR PR UG IS L At S8 )5 9 Yok
EViEl. 1980 4F L, Simon HFZIEFE 12
AREZWZE L2 b1, IF T 1983—1987 4 4H
fEZZE RSN . TEMEBUH A T £
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Human Decision Making: the Promising Targets for Basic Scientific Research

Li Shu Liang Zhuyuan Sun Yan

(Key Laboratory of Behavioral Science, Institute of Psychology, CAS 100101 Beijing)

Abstract Behavioral decision research investigates how people make judgments and choices. Driven by the
mission of promoting and improving our understanding of human decision behavior, research in this area at-
tempts to describe people’ s decision process and facilitate better decision making. Researchers in this field
have long been concerned with fundamental questions of human rationality, and have been attuned to the dis-
tinction between “how a rational agent ought to behave” , as characterized by normative theory, and “how peo-
ple actually behave” , as characterized by descriptive theory. Over the past several decades, this field has of-
fered profound insights into normative decision theory, counterintuitive findings in heuristics and biases stud-
ies, and practical prescriptions in empirical areas ranging from medicine to finance to business. This paper re-
views the position of behavioral decision research in psychology and the development of Chinese decision-mak-
ing research. As a field traditionally characterized by its equal attention to theoretical and practical research, cer-
tain topics should be addressed in the future, i.e., neuroeconomics; interactions between cognition and emotion
in decision making; individual, social, and contextual influences on lifespan decision making; and cultural dif-
ference in decision making. Moreover, more efforts should be made to translate laboratory research to the re-
al-world policy arena.

Keywords behavioral decision making, judgment and decision making, behavioral economics, neuroeconomics
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